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so and not otherwise; Right and Wrong have, within
certain limits, their say as to True and False.

When the term faith is given to mere orthodoxy,
to a mental assent to the authorised formulation of
Faith's object; or, in other words, when that formula-
tion is substituted for the reality which it symbolises,
a like unreality is imparted into our devotion and
love. These affections are then directed, not to a
God who is given us in immediate experience, not
to a Spirit in felt conflict with our own, but to the
fictitious, absent and distant original of the representa-
tions of our. mind. We look for Him abroad or
above, anywhere but within; we wonder if He really
is as we conceive Him, or if He is at all. He is some-
thing we have been told of, but were the witnesses
credible, infallible ? He is something we have in-
ferred, but was our inference warranted ? do not
many repudiate it ? We know Him, it seems, only
as we know a person of whom we have heard, or
whose sayings and doings have come to us but in-
directly.

This would not be so had we been left to ourselves
to construct a mental symbolism of the experiences
of conscience. Poor as the construction would have
been, we should not have mistaken its value any
more than the poet gives realistic representative
value to the creations of his emotion. But as the
prosaic mind may receive poetic effusions literally
as so much dull fact, so too the religious concep-
tions and symbolisations of internal experience,
which we receive from others by way of tradition,
are easily mistaken for representations of external